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preparation. Topics for discussion are listed, but there are no ques- 
tions to aid the student in the preparation of the assignments. 

Frank Abbott Magrtjder. 

The Nullification Controversy in South Carolina. By Chatjncey 
Samuel Boucher. (The University of Chicago Press, 1916. 
Pp. xii, 399.) 

Although the nullification movement in South Carolina was a very 
important episode in our political history, its possibilities as a subject 
of investigation are obviously somewhat limited. We might ask, there- 
fore, whether, in view of Mr. David Houston's excellent Critical Study 
of Nullification in South Carolina [New York, 1896], there is room for 
another work in such a narrow field. This question may be answered 
in the affirmative. Dr. Boucher's work does not in any way conflict 
with Mr. Houston's and there is practically no duplication of material. 
Mr. Houston considers his subject in its broad legal phase, he treats it 
in connection with the history of constitutional theory, and he empha- 
sizes the parts played by Calhoun, Clay, Jackson, and other leaders 
of national importance. Dr. Boucher's treatment, on the other hand, 
is historical rather than legal, it is narrative rather than theoretical, 
and it emphasizes the local party aspect of the struggle. There are 
also other differences. Of the 8 chapters in Mr. Houston's book, 4 
are devoted to an introduction and one to a discussion of the connec- 
tion between nullification and secession, leaving only 3 chapters for the 
main subject. Dr. Boucher dispenses with an introduction, but he 
covers in great detail the period from 1828 to 1833 and concludes with 
a chapter on the test oath controversy, which was the local aftermath 
of the main struggle. Mr. Houston's point of view is strongly nation- 
alistic. Dr. Boucher is less partisan. Apparently he accepts the the- 
ory of state sovereignty, but does not believe that it affords a logical 
basis for nullification. 

It is impossible, within the limits of this review, to do full justice to 
Dr. Boucher's work. In addition to the ordinary printed sources, he 
has made profitable use of contemporary newspapers and pamphlets 
and also of some most interesting manuscript material, especially the 
William J. Grayson memoirs in Columbia, the James H. Hammond 
papers in Washington and the Joel R. Poinsett papers in Philadelphia. 
He has prepared eleven maps to illustrate the geographical distribution 
and the relative strength of the Unionists and Nullifiers at different 
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stages in the movement. New light is thrown upon the mediation of 
Virginia, the militia dispute, the activities of Poinsett, and many other 
questions. It is interesting to note that the Unionists were in some re- 
spects more radical than the Nullifiers. Langdon Cheves, William 
Drayton, General James Blair, and other leaders frequently spoke of 
secession as a possible remedy against tariff oppression, and the chief 
plank in their party platform was a demand for a southern convention 
to take united action. The most original feature of the book is the 
treatment of the test oath controversy. By an amendment to the 
state constitution, adopted in 1834, all officials in the State were re- 
quired to take an oath of allegiance to South Carolina in a form which 
Unionists believed to be in conflict with their federal obligations. The 
difficulty was finally compromised by the passage of a legislative reso- 
lution which stated that "the allegiance required by the amendment 
is that allegiance which every citizen owes to the State consistently 
with the Constitution of the United States." 

There is very little to be said in the way of criticism. It would, 
perhaps, have rounded out the subject matter, if more attention had 
been paid to the settlement of the southwest as a factor in the economic 
depression of South Carolina. A mere summary based on the material 
in Professor Turner's Rise of the New West, would have been sufficient. 
More emphasis should also be placed upon the influence of Dr. Thomas 
Cooper, president of South Carolina College, whose writings were the 
greatest single force in popularising English free trade doctrines in 
America. The Poinsett papers belong not to the "Pennsylvania Li- 
brary Society" (p. 367), but to the Historical Society of Pennsylvania. 

W. Roy Smith. 

Life of Henry Winter Davis. By Bernard C. Steiner. (Balti- 
more: John Murphy Company, 1916. Pp. 416.) 

Henry Winter Davis (1817-1865) is the last of the great congres- 
sional leaders of the Civil War period to find a biographer. Fate has 
been unkind to him. His reputation as a statesman has suffered be- 
cause his controversy with President Lincoln and his share in originat- 
ing the congressional plan of reconstruction have been allowed to over- 
shadow other and more important aspects of his career. Through his 
influence and that of Reverdy Johnson, whose life Dr. Steiner has also 
written, Maryland was kept in the Union in 1861 until the military 
forces of the United States were strong enough to control the situation. 



